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spend our money as we like, or to found families and provide
for our children. Does our future lie as free citizens of a
democracy or as inmates of a charitable institution, financed
largely by raids on a rapidly diminishing volume of free capital

We face this choice under heavy handicaps. There is the
great pressure of the new bureaucracy, represented in the ranks
of business as much as in the ranks of government. What
passes for expert opinion is, as we have suggested, almost
always professional bureaucratic opinion. For some inexplic-
able reason such men as Lord Nuffield or Lord Perry, Sir
Harry McGowan or Sir George Nelson, men who have built
big businesses and personally control them, are not regarded
as experts on business affairs. We go to financial journalists
or professors or politicians who, quite absurdly, are regarded
as disinterested, although it is they who are to-day reaching
out for and are on the verge of attaining an absolute and
permanent monopoly of power, which, if they get it, can only
be taken from them by a destructive revolutionary process.
Secondly, we have the popular fear of unemployment, and not
so much the contentment of the wage earners with their
present situation but their belief that Socialism will enable
them to exercise far greater pressure on government, for more
and more benefits in cash or kind, than they could ever
exercise on the private employer.

Against this can be set one great counter-balance. The
majority of the British people would far prefer higher wages and
a freer life, by which they mean the right to spend their higher
wages as they like; further, almost all, irrespective of party,
have a great distrust of the efficiency of government enterprise
and a great dislike of the bad manners and domineering of the
petty official. They wish to be served, not to be ruled. We
speak, despairingly, ofcthe5 post office, but we can still speak,
and wish to go on speaking, of cmy3 butcher or emy' green-
grocer. If the issue of nationalization could be kept separate
from the rest of our political problems, the public would almost
certainly decide against it by an overwhelming majority.
Unfortunately, under our present constitution, this cannot be.
We have noted how, unless there is some modification of the
doctrine of national sovereignty, the world's freedom is at